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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 5-16 & 21-32 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c) as 
being in improper form because a multiple dependent claim cannot 
depend from another multiple dependent claims. See MPEP 

§ 608. 01 (n). Accordingly, these claims not been further treated 
on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite in that it fails to point out what is 
included or excluded by the claim language. This claim is an 
omnibus type claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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5. Claims 1, 17, & 33, insofar as claim 33 is understood are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hunt (GB 
2323495A) . 

Re claims 1, 17, & 33, Hunt discloses (Figure 6; page 13, 
line 25 - page 14, line 15) a film scanner for converting a film 
image to an electrical signal. Incoming light 3 is sensed 
directly along a main optical path by main image sensor 21 to 
produce an image signal. Optical fibers 23 (each of which is a 
reflective arrangement defining an internally reflective cavity 
having an entrance and an exit) pass scattered light to 
additional sensors 25. The signals from the additional sensors 
23 and the signal from the main image sensor 21 are processed to 
produce an image signal that is compensated for the light 
scatter. 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2-4 & 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hunt in view of Filo (US 5068739) . 
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Hunt does not disclose expressly the use of an integrating 
sphere as a reflector arrangement to convey light scattered by 
the film to image sensors. 

Re claims 2-4 & 18-20, Filo discloses (Figure 1; column 3, 
lines 22-66, particularly column 3, lines 41-43) a film scanner 
using a reflector arrangement comprising an integrating sphere 
28 to convey light scattered by the film to image sensors 34, 
36, 38, & 40 and their associated lenses. 

Hunt and Filo are combinable because they are from the 
field of film image scanners. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to use the integrating 
sphere of Filo to convey the light to the sensors of Hunt. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to 
provide uniform light conveyance as described by Filo (column 3, 
lines 44-46) . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hunt with 
Filo to obtain the invention as specified in claims 2-4 & 18-20. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 
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Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 
2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 703-308-4357. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 

Hand- carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 


Stephen M Brinich 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2624 
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